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INTRODUCTION 


Like other Council activities, the programme of research grants has grown 
rapidly since 1965/66, the first fiscal year for which the Council received funds 
through parliamentary appropriations. To realize the extent of the expansion, 
one must recall the small base from which the programme started. In 1964/65 
when Council activities were still financed exclusively from endowment income, 
$203,000 were awarded for research projects in the social sciences and the 
humanities. The figure doubled during the following year. By 1968/69, 
total awards had increased more than tenfold, reaching $2.9 million: 

To borrow a phrase from the economic historians, we have witnessed the 
programme's "take-off" during the past four years. For governmental programmes, 
as for national economies, the initial stage of rapid growth is crucial; it is 


the time when new initiatives are taken and when the pattern of future operation 


is established; As a result, it is important to have a clear record of events 
for the period and to analyse the direction which events are taking. The 
present report attempts to serve such a dual role. It is designed to document 


the pattern of requests and awards during the programme's take-off phase and, 
in addition, to throw light on the extent of participation by different groups 
of social scientists and humanists. 

Before proceeding, it may be useful to place the programme in the frame- 
work of other Council activities in the social sciences and the humanities. 
It is not the largest programme; doctoral fellowships which demanded an 


expenditure of $9.3 million in 1968/69 alone have the predominant place. 
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Nor is it the only programme to assist researchers; leave fellowships and 
post-doctoral fellowships are also Bree rece: On the other hand, being the 
major source of funds for freely initiated research in the social sciences 

and the humanities, the programme is of crucial importance to the development 
of scholarly work in Canada. In fact, the central position which it occupies 
gives the pattern of requests and awards significance beyond the programme's 
operation. No doubt, this pattern provides valuable clues about the overall 
direction of Canadian research. We realize, of course, that a complete study 
of research patterns would require much more data than is available; we would 
need figures not merely on Council programmes but also on the programmes and 
policies of mission-oriented agencies and, in particular, on the availability 
of contract research. However, if sufficient care is exercised, interpreta- 
tion of data on the Council programme can yield useful insights into the 
characteristics and development of Canadian research. 

Before we begin the discussion of the programme, a warning is in order 
about what the report does not do. It does not deal with the output of 
scholarly work or other results which can be ascribed to the programme. The 
main focus is on the number and size of requests and awards. We analyse 
dollars expended, not articles and books published, and we devote no attention 
to the improved research content of lectures and courses. Our report is only 
a first step toward a full programme evaluation. A separate study of broader 
scope, one which deals with output and results, may well be warranted in 


addition. 


Also excluded are grants under the Killam programme which is administered 
separately. Such awards are few in numbers, each consisting of a large amount. 
Their inclusion would distort the pattern of grants in the regular programme. 
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As pointed out, the report plays a dual role. On the one hand, we have 
attempted to provide the Council with a complete and fairly detailed historical 
record of requests and awards, a task requiring the presentation of much 
statistical material. On the other hand, we try to give an interpretation of 
the resulting pattern. This dual purpose is reflected in the organization of 
the text which has been divided into five sections, each ending with numerous 
statistical tables. Topics which are dealt with include the distribution of 
requests and awards by disciplines, university and region; the size distribution 
of grants; success rates; and, finally, variations in programme participation. 


The report ends with a brief set of concluding remarks. 


1. DISTRIBUTION BY DISCIPLINE AND DIVISION 


Anybody who has dealt with research applications knows that research work 
cannot easily be classified according to discipline. Many projects span several 
traditional disciplines. In other cases one may deal with work breaking new 
ground both in methodology and subject matter. In spite of these difficulties, 
most people would admit the usefulness of traditionally defined disciplines as 
the basis for classifying information. Ordering of the data is necessary to 
determine changing trends and patterns of distribution, and use of traditional 
disciplines makes it possible to compare figures on research applications and 
awards with the population of potential applicants in various fields. 

Tables 1.1 and 1.2 show applications and awards, classified by discipline. 
Together, they give a comprehensive record of the four-year period, containing 


information both on dollar amounts and on the number of projects and participating 
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scholars. It should be noted that projects have been classified according 

to topic rather than the departmental affiliation of the main researcher. 

The list of disciplines on which the tables are based will be used consistently 
throughout the report. It should not be looked upon as having any particular 
significance for Council policy or practice, having been designed merely to 
allow compilation of data in a consistent manner. The categories "other 
humanities" and "other social sciences" show that the list is far from being 
complete. They include projects in such fields as business administration, 
education, journalism and library science as well as projects which are inter- 
disciplinary in character and which cannot easily be assigned to one of the 
listed disciplines. 

The two tables document the rapid increase in both applications and awards 
in detail. It is clear that all disciplines shared in the expansion with the 
dollar amounts, the number of projects, and the number of scholars all growing 
at the same time. One should note that the number of researchers exceeds 
the number of projects in most disciplines. The Canada Council supports many 
projects involving the joint efforts of several scholars. 

It is interesting to compare disciplines according to the number and size 
of applications and awards. Since we may expect considerable fluctuations 
from year to year in any one discipline, such a comparison is best made for 
the period as a whole. Table 1.3 presents the sums of applications and awards 
by discipline. Both the number of projects and the total dollar amounts have 
been ranked according to size. Looking first at projects, one finds history 
in first place with a total of 384 applications and 316 awards. It is followed 


by English, sociology, economics and political science. One may note that the 





ranking for these disciplines is identical for applications and for awards. 
This is a coincidence and differences in rank are well possible as the example 
of art history demonstrates. Such differences derive from variations in 
success rates, a topic which will be taken up later in a separate section. 

While historians submitted the largest number of projects, they did not 
request the largest total amount in grants, nor did they receive the greatest 
sum in awards. When we rank applications and awards in dollars, sociology 
heads the list. History drops to second place while economics ranks third 
in applications and fourth in awards. English, formerly the inner ore 
in sixth place. The change in rank is of course related to differences in 
the cost of doing research, a question which will be dealt with in more 
detail in a later section where a3 shall present data on the average size of 
applications and awards by discipline. 

To many people, aggregation of projects by discipline is only a first 
Step. Much of the discussion of grants policy and science policy is carried 
on in reference to groupings of disciplines. It is useful therefore to 
distinguish between two broad areas of study - the social sciences and the 
humanities - and to tabulate applications and awards separately for each one. 
Besides lending assistance to the general discussion, the use of broad 
groupings has a second justification. Since a great many applications and 
awards are involved in each area, year-to-year differences will be affected 
less by random fluctuations, thus venreccne be true changes in underlying 
trends. 

Table 1.4 gives applications and awards for the humanities and the social 


sciences. For lack of a better term, this two-way classification is referred 





a 


to as a presentation "by division". The table is based on the preceding one 
with notes at the bottom explaining assignment of disciplines to either category. 
Since the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, the main source of published Canadian 
statistics, follows different conventions, it should perhaps be pointed out 

that we include mathematics among the humanities while linguistics and 
archaeology are considered social sciences. 

The proportion of applications and awards for each area has not changed 
much over the four-year period. In 1965/66, 19.5 per cent of applications 
and 20.1 per cent of awards in dollars involved the humanities. Four years 
later, the figures were 20.3 and 23.0 per cent (Table 15) The share of the 
humanities rose temporarily in the intervening years, but on the whole the 
percentage figures seem to point to a stable relationship. The same holds 
true when we consider the number of projects in each division rather than the 
dollar amounts. Here in fact, the relative shares deviate even less. In 
1965/66, 37.8 per cent of all projects submitted and 39.8 per cent of all 
projects approved were to be carried out by humanists. In 1968/69, the 
corresponding percentages were 36.9 and 37.7. 

The observed stability in the percentage distribution is quite remarkable 
when the very high rates of growth in the programme are taken into account. 
Table 1.6 shows percentage increases from year to year and for the whole period. 
Overall, the number of applications grew by 401 per cent while the number of 
awards increased by 434 per cent. Calculated in dollar terms, growth is even 
greater, a fact indicating that both the number and the average size of projects 
increased. For the four-year period, applications in dollars rose by 684 per cent 


and awards - not far behind - increased by 603 per cent. 





Figures for the whole period disguise an important phenomenon. While 
very high from the first to the second year, the rate of increase dropped in 
subsequent years. The drop is most noticeable between the second and third 
years when growth is calculated on the basis of applications and between the 
third and fourth years when we look at the increase in dollar amounts. While 
there is considerable variation in the rate of growth for the two divisions, 
the changes tend to move in the same direction. The discussion in Section 
Four,which will deal with the relation of successful to total applications, 
i.e. , with the rate of success, can be expected to throw further light on the 


forces behind Table 1.6. 
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Discipline 


Anthropology 
Archaeology 
Demography 
Economics 


Fine Arts 
Architecture 
Art Histary 
Music 


Geography 


History 


Industrial Relations 


Language & Literature 
Asian 


Classics 
English 

French 

German 

Italian 

Slavic (Russian) 
Spanish 


Law 
Linguistics 
Mathematics 


Philosophy 


Political Science 


Social Psychology 
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Research Grants 1965/66 - 1968/69 by Discipline 


Number of Applications, Applicants, and Awards 
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Projects 
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Number of 


Projects 
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Approved 


Number of 


(16) 
(9) 
(2) 

(37) 


(5) 
(26) 
(10) 


(26) 


(91) 
(2) 


(2) 
(13) 
(62) 
(40) 

(1) 
(10) 

G3) 

(8) 


(12) 
(13) 

(O®) 
(28) 
(28) 
(28) 


Projects 


Submitted 


28 
26 


Number of 
Projects 


(15) 
(8) 
(2) 

(30) 


(1) 
(11) 
(7) 


(17) 
(61) 
(2) 


(1) 
(9) 
(44) 
(24) 
(1) 
(10) 
(2) 
(7) 


(9) 
(#2) 
(2) 
(21) 
(21) 
(17) 


Approved 





1967/68 


Number of 
Projects 
Submitted 


(41) 


(10) 10 
(16) 16 
(6) 6 


(315 227 


CEP6)s 206 


Number of 


Projects 


Approved 


Number of 


Projects 


1965/66 1966/67 


1968/69 


Submitted 


Number of 
Projects 
Approved 


(31) 
(14) 

(5) 
74s) 


(5) 
(19) 
CL5) 


(31) 


Ms) 
10 


27 


(151) 148 
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Sociology 20 iL} 
Other Humanities ( 


Other Social Sciences} ( 


TOTAL 180 | 143 


Notes: Figures in brackets represent the number of researchers involved. Such figures 
are not available for 1965/66. 


The categories "Other Humanities" and "Other Social Sciences" contain projects of 
an interdisciplinary nature as well as some projects in disciplines not listed 
separately. 





Notes: 
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Table Les 


Research Grants 1965/66 - 1968/69 


Sum of Applications and Awards by Discipline 

















Discipline 


Applications 


of Projects 
Dis 


Total No. 
Sum of 






428,926 
114,499 
100,820 


Anthropology 
Archaeology 
Demography 


Economics 
















909.892 

















Fine Arts 
Architecture 
Art History 
Music 






107,135 
172,576 
97,856 


451,338 





Geography 
973,010 
34,049 


History 


Industrial Relations 












Language & Literature 

























Asian Fer he 
Classics 89,868 
English De Soi 
French 250,100 
German 87,047 
Italian 22,702 
Slavic (Russian) 59,863 


81,468 
293,942 


Spanish 


Law 





455,645 
86,758 
















Linguistics 
Mathematics 
196,810 
131862 

676,614 
UATE Cars 
288 , 360 






Philosophy 
Political Science 
Social Psychology 


Sociology 
Other 











TOTAL 





B,cOL O97 














Total No. 
of Projects 


328,942 
90,531 
23870 
538, 236 


32,680 
130,923 
80,480 


283.270 








739,046 
29,600 





70,004 
76,033 
485,961 
205,575 
76,150 
24,202 
46,967 
70,796 


285,307 



















385,671 
83,358 
156,405 
597,392 
533,672 
889,894 
131,990 





6,401 5205 


Among applications, Art History and Linguistics are in 11th place with 64 applications 


each while Music and Slavic (Russian) are in 18th place with 29 applications each. 


Among awards, German and Spanish are in 16th place with 35 awards each. 


The category "Other" contains Other Humanities and Other Social Sciences. 
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2. DISTRIBUTION BY UNIVERSITY AND REGION 


The Canada Council supports the work of scholars through its programme of 
research grants; the programme is not aimed at universities or educational 
institutions as such. Nevertheless, the great majority of applicants are 
university teachers with a professional affiliation to a Canadian university 
or college, and it is useful, both for the Council and for the universities, 
to have a list of grants classified by institution of affiliation. Tables 
2.1 and 2.2 summarize data on applications and awards on this basis. All 
AUCC member institutions from which a request originated are listed by name. 
Data on other post-secondary educational institutions are given in summary 
form by province. All applications and awards involving researchers not 
affiliated with a Canadian institution of higher education have been grouped 
together in the category "other" at the bottom of the tables. 

The data on particular institutions are difficult to interpret. For most 
universities and colleges, the total number of applications and awards is small 
in any given year. Random factors can have a substantial influence, and suc- 
cess or failure of a particular project can affect the figures substantially. 
While the data in Tables 2.1 and 2.2 no doubt could be used to throw light on 
the flourishing of free research in various institutions, one would need a 
great deal of supplementary information on each university in order to give 
a proper interpretation. Attempting no such thing, we merely rank all 
institutions according to the total number of projects submitted and the 
sum of applications and awards in dollars over the four-year period. The 
results, contained in Table 2.3, lead to an understanding of where ure ma jor 


centers of research in the social sciences and the humanities are located. 
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As would be expected, the University of Toronto heads the list. If we rank 
institutions according to the total number of projects submitted, Toronto is 
followed by McGill, British Columbia, Montreal, Alberta, York, Manitoba, 
Western Ontario, Queen's and Calgary. The sequence differs slightly if 
dollar amounts or the number of awards are used as a basis for ranking with 
Laval and Waterloo joinning the top ten universities. There is considerable 
concentration of research among the first ten - they account for 57 per cent 
of all successful projects and 65 per cent of the total amount awarded during 
the period. 

The development of universities, while influenced by the programmes of 
the federal research councils, is determined mainly by provincial policies. 
In a paper on the growth of university teaching erate. it was shown that 
rates of development differed considerably among the major regions. Because 
of the strong link between the demand for grants and the growth of university 
staff, it is interesting to study the changing regional pattern of applications 


and awards. 


Table 2.4 provides the basis for a discussion of the regional pattern. 
A distinction is made between grants to researchers affiliated with a Canadian 
institution of higher education and grants to scholars having no such affiliation. 
University research has been broken down by region for each of the four years. 

The implications of the regional pattern are more easily understood by 
looking at the changing percentage distribution. Table 2.5 gives the share 
of each region in annual applications and awards. Table 2.6 throws light on 


the same question by showing rates of increase in applications and awards. 


: "Growth and Characteristics of University Teaching Staff in the Social 
Sciences and the Humanities 1956-57 to 1967-68," a Report by the Canada Council, 
prepared by Dr. Walter P. Hettich. May 1969. 
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Together, they reveal an interesting pattern. Researchers in British Columbia 
and the Prairies increased their participation and their share in the programme 
substantially. In 1965/66, applications from the Western provinces amounted 
to 20.5 per cent of all projects submitted and 13.2 per cent of total dollars 
requested. By 1968/69, these figures had risen to 27.4 and 28.6 per cent. 
Quebec's participation, on the other hand, showed a relative decline. Appli- 
cCatlons from Quebec fell from 25.6) (40.1) per cent in 1965/66 to 15.4 (21-6) 
per cent in 1968/69. The drop occurred in the first half of the period and 

a new stable level seems to have been reached in the last two years. The 
shares of both Ontario and the Atlantic provinces showed little change. 
Ontario, with the largest and best-qualified teaching force, has a predominant 
place among regions. It is interesting to note the correspondence between 
rates of growth in research applications and rates of growth in the number of 
university teachers. The separate study already mentioned did reveal a sub- 
stantially greater percentage increase of staff in the West than in the other 
regions. One would expect this surging ahead to be a temporary phenomenon 
although such an assumption is no more than speculation at this time. Finally, 
the tables throw some light on the participation of researchers not affiliated 
with educational institutions. The share of this group has remained fairly 
stable over the four-year period, oscillating around a figure of six per cent. 
While important work is no doubt done by unaffiliated researchers, it is clear 
from the data that the major demand for Council support comes from the 


university community. 
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Research Grants 1965/66 - 1968/69 by University ‘of Affiliation 


Number of Applications, Applicants and Awards 


1965/66 | 1966/67 | 1967/68 1968/69 


University of 
Affiliation 


Number of 
Projects 
Submitted 
Number of 
Projects 
Approved 
Number of 
Projects 
Submitted 
Number of 
Projects 
Approved 
Number of 
Projects 
Submitted 
Projects 
Approved 
Number of 
Projects 
Submitted 
Number of 
Projects 
Approved 


uy 
° 
uy 
cob) 
e 
3 
4 


BRITISH COLUMBIA 


British Columbia 7 7 (40) 38 
Notre Dame - - 
Simon Fraser (2) 2 
Victoria 2 1 (7) 7 
Other post-secondary - (2) 2 
PRAIRIES 
Alberta 6 (17) 
Brandon a) 
Calgary (9) 
Lethbridge (1) 
Manitoba (85)>".32 
Steerauls - - - 
Saskatchewan 7 C1 )e 21 
Winnipeg - (2) 2 
ONTARIO 
Brock (1) 1 3 
Carleton 5 (12 10 14] 
Guelph - (6) 3 13 
Lakehead - - (3) i 1 
Laurentian 1 1 Lei - 3] 
McMaster 3 3 C13 yan ls 9 iL 7/ 
Ottawa 7 5 (15) 14 8 i7 
Saint Paul - - - - - 2. 
Queen's 16 16 C12). a2 12 29 
Royal Military College 2 2 2 3 | 
Toronto iy) 15 48 64 | 
St. Michael's 1 i 
Trinity 3 si 
Victoria 
Trent 5 
Waterloo 23 
St. Jerome's - 
Waterloo Lutheran 3 
Western Ontario 32 
Huron 1 
Windsor 4 (12) 9 
York (2) 2 
Other post-secondary (2) 4 





See notes on next page. 









- 


somes £) 





Jn spits : oes 1. 


= 


- = » &F 


> quran 
- — 


A : mip 










ve 7 
5 talks 





OS 


Table 222° (cont.) 


1965/66 | 1966/67 | 1967/68 | 1968/69 | 






















University of WO IY wi 4H Wo 4H a ce) Wd 
Affiliation aoa| 8 ot eo Salas oe on a eta pee 
ey ie a RES ea a 2, wo > wenseee a, 5 ao wo > 
0 Ond/o0 DO YO On 0 0 0 0 0-4 oo 0 0 0-4 oo 0 
anMmEelaA me] ane Eyer) 6 oa e a i eo) Sas am 4 
Bo3(8 fay 52s gfe ga gee gf5 Bo & 
Zante ag Zan ZAna< 2Aan Aad Zan AAs 
QUEBEC 
Bishop's (1) 1 - - (3) 3 
Laval CES) P= 13 (14) 14 C18)" 17 
McGill (20) 18 (44) 42 (58) 50 
Montreal (27 ieeeS (32) 26 (39) 35 
Loyola (2) ae eS Gye 3 (5) 
Marianopolis - - - (1) 
Sherbrooke (5) 3 (5) (1) 
Sir George Williams OB Ty) (4) (5) 
Other post-seconda (2) 2 = (4) 


ATLANTIC 
Acadia - - Ch) i 
Dalhousie 3 (7) (9) 9 
Memorial 7 (4) (13) 9 
Moncton 3 Ci) (2) 2 
Mount Allison 2 (1) (2) 2 
New Brunswick 6 (12). ol C13), 53 


Nova Scotia Technica 


(2) 


Prince of Wales 


(1) - 
(2) 


ee Nie LE TINS (OS INSy 1Say Kee) i 
P= fo RS) feiss) TS ta de ES 


St. Francis Xavier (2) 2 
Saint Mary's (1) Cae 
Other post-secondary (1) = ‘ 
OTHER Gay (34) 27 (38) 235 
TOTAL (553) 527 1(371Y 3501735) 671) (625) 579 1(967) 902 1€817) 763 


a a (a ee | ee ee ee | ee 
ER .. sSS  —___ 


Notes: Figures in brackets represent the number of researchers involved. 


The category "Other' contains grants to scholars who, at the time of their application, 
were not affiliated with a Canadian institution of higher education. 
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Table 2.3 


Research Grants 1965/66 - 1968/69 


Sum of Applications and Awards by University of Affiliation 


University of Affiliation 


British Columbia 
Notre Dame 

Simon Fraser 
Victoria 


Other post-secondary British 


Columbia 


Alberta 
Brandon 
Calgary 
Lethbridge 
Manitoba 

St.> Paul's 
Saskatchewan 
Winnipeg 


Brock 
Carleton 
Guelph 
Lakehead 
Laurentian 
McMaster 
Ottawa 
Saint Paul 
Queen's 
Royal Military College 
Toronto 
St. Michael's 
ALrea lO eSy 
Victoria 
Trent 
Waterloo 
St. Jerome's 
Waterloo Lutheran 
Western Ontario 
Huron 
Windsor 
York 


See notes on page 25. 
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500,591 

2,000 
149 ,802 
148 ,636 
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668,449 
1,800 
299,167 
25,047 
326 , 028 
4,130 
169,148 
5,970 


































TU 81g 
245,935 
109,261 
9,626 
74,539 
217,970 
235,427 
6,450 
374, 300 
20,702 
919,940 
8,666 
3,976 
28 ,592 
67,433 
292,715 
2,500 
15,122 
293,865 
2-110 
79 ,662 
485,255 
30,370 



































344,010 

1,920 
105,194 
hip oy 


33,9580 






371,888 
400 
2207823 
12,650 
166,646 


92618 










20,422 
171,932 
70,877 
5,200 
51,044 
170,937 
164,158 
4,950 
329,783 
V7 702 
858,431 
8,666 
3,976 
25,762 
47,433 
226,135 
2,500 
6,524 
280,394 
1, 102 
63,729 
370,130 
27,420 
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QUEBEC 































Bishop's 6,393 
Laval 253,499 
McGill 495,073 
Montreal 606,741 

Loyola 22,026 

Marianopolis 25415 
Sherbrooke 97,067 
Sir George Williams 43,369 





Other post-secondary Quebec 9,740 



















ATLANTIC 











Acadia 2,495 
Dalhousie 49,234 
Memorial 56,390 
Moncton 9,100 


Mount Allison 

New Brunswick 

Nova Scotia Technical College 
Prince of Wales 

St. Francis Xavier 

Saint Mary's 

Other post-secondary Atlantic 


8,696 
48,558 
4,194 
2,400 
8,154 
2,071 
1,400 










307, 047 





OTHER 






6,401,205 


See eee Ss 





TOTAL 


See notes on next page. 
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Notes: 


(Notes) 


E25 = 


The following institutions are tied in rank: 


Applications (Rank by Total Number) 


16th place - 62 projects: Carleton and McMaster 

18th place - 40 projects: Guelph and New Brunswick 

26th place - 10 projects: Lethbridge and Brock 

27th place - 9 projects: Other post-secondary (Ontario), Sherbrooke 
and Moncton 

29th place - 6 projects: Lakehead, Waterloo Lutheran, Other post- 
secondary (Quebec), Mount Allison and 
St. Francis Xavier 

30th place - 5 projects: Other post-secondary (British Columbia) 
and Bishop's 

33rd place - 2 projects: Nova Scotia Technical College and Other 
post-secondary (Atlantic) 

34th place - 1 project: Notre Dame, Acadia and Prince of Wales 


Awards (Rank by 


Total Number) 


15th place - 54 projects: McMaster and Laval 

21st place - 26 projects: Victoria and Trent 

28th place - 7 projects: Lethbridge, Other post-secondary (Ontario) 
and Sherbrooke 

29th place - 6 projects: Other post-secondary (Quebec) and Mount 
Allison 

30th place - 5 projects: Other post-secondary (British Columbia) 
and Moncton 

31st place - 4 projects: Waterloo Lutheran, Bishop's and St. Francis 
Xavier 

33rd place - 2 projects: Lakehead and Nova Scotia Technical College 

34th place - 1 project: Notre Dame, Brandon, Acadia, Prince of Wales 


and Other post-secondary (Atlantic) 


St. Paul's College was included with the University of Manitoba; 


Saint Paul University was included with Ottawa University; 


the 


universities of St. Michael's, Trinity and Victoria were included with the 
University of Toronto; St. Jerome's with Waterloo; Huron with Western 
Ontario; Loyola and Marianopolis with Montreal. 
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3. SIZE DISTRIBUTION 


Figures on the growth of the total programme indicate that not only the 
number of applications, but also the average amount which was requested, 
increased between 1965/66 and 1968/69. This may be a significant fact since 
it suggests that scholars engaged in freely initiated research are carrying out 
larger projects and that those among them who want to stage complex and costly 
undertakings are turning in growing numbers to the Canada Council for support. 
It is interesting to ask whether the tendency toward large projects is limited 
to a few fields or whether it represents a general phenomenon. Tables got 
gives average project size in dollars by discipline. It shows a general rise, 
affecting the social sciences as well as the humanities. On the whole, average 
project size is larger for the social sciences, a fact which is not unexpected 
in view of the difference in methodology and the greater use of surveying and 
data processing by social scientists. In 1968/69, the largest average project 
size occurred in law, followed by linguistics and social psychology. The 
ere in Table 3.1 must be’ interpreted with care, of course. In the small 
disciplines, one large project will affect the average very significantly, 
giving us a misleading impression of the "typical" project. (A case in point 
is Asian language and literature where we observe an average award of $10,500 
for 1965/66. A check with Table 1.2 reveals that we are in fact dealing with 
a single project of this amount.) The significance of the overall rise is not 
in dispute, however. For the total programme, the average application 
increased by 57 per cent and the average award by 32 per cent. 

The average or mean gives us only the central tendency of a statistical 


distribution; it tells us little or nothing about the distribution's overall 
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shape. In order to learn more about the variation in project size by disci- 
pline, we have grouped all applications and awards made during 1967/68 and 
1968/69 into three size classes. We distinguish among projects of up to 
$2500, projects between $2501 and $5000 and, finally, projects over $5000. / 
Tables giving this breakdown by discipline can be found in the appendix. 

The same data, summarized for the social sciences and the humanities, are 
presented in Tables 3.2 and 3.3. They should be used together with Table 3.4 
containing the relevant percentage distributions. 

The breakdown of applications and awards into three size groups demon- 
strates that projects undertaken by social scientists tend to be larger. In 
both years, more than three-fourths of all projects in the humanities fell 
below $2500,while in the social sciences the proportion was close to one-half. 
When we look at the percentage distribution of dollars, the contrast is accentu- 
ated even further. In the humanities, small projects accounted for approxi- 
mately one-half of total funds; in the social sciences, they accounted for only 
twenty per cent or less. 

The grouping by project size is useful not only for an analysis by discipline 
or division but also for the presentation of data by university and region. 
Consequently, we have extended the breakdown to include tables giving data on 
applications and awards by university and region. Again, the presentation 
applies to the two most recent years. Detailed figures can be found in the 
appendix; the tables in the text give the material in condensed form broken 


down by type of recipient, region and project size. 


: Until recently, the three size classes had their counterpart in the 
administration of grants. 
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In examining these tables, we would expect a fair degree of similarity 
in the percentage distribution by region. Since each region encompasses a 
group of universities with most disciplines being represented, the proportion 
of applications in each size group should not differ too much from region to 
region; if it did, one would have to conclude that there were important 
regional differences in the nature of demand. A look at the percentage 
distribution for the two years shows indeed that the pattern is similar. The 
proportion of applications below $2500 accounts for 55 to 70 per cent of all 
projects submitted by university researchers in all regions. Only the 
1967/68 figure for the Atlantic region falls outside this range. However, a 


lower figure in 1968/69 suggests that this may have been a temporary phenomenon. 
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4. RATES OF SUCCESS 


Under the programme of research grants, individual scholars, or groups of 
scholars, take the initiative by submitting research proposals and by requesting 
research funds. Not all applications are successful; they are judged according 
to merit by expert assessors chosen by the Council which makes a final decision 
based on these outside opinions. While a majority of projects are accepted or 
rejected in toto, the Council may also decide to grant only part of a request 
or to modify the proposed research budget. 


The relation of applications to awards provides one of the most interesting 


indicators for a programme of grants. We can distinguish between three dif- 
ferent rates measuring success in the programme. The most common indicator 
is based on dollar figures and may be termed the "dollar rate". It is computed 


by expressing the amount of dollars awarded as a percentage of the amount of 
dollars demanded. In addition, we may define a "project rate", giving the 
number of successful projects as a percentage of all projects submitted, and 

an "applicant rate", showing the number of successful applicants as a percentage 
of all scholars involved in making applications. The applicant rate may differ 
from the project rate since more than one scholar may take part in any one 
research project. It is perhaps the best indicator of participation being 
related directly to the number of people who make contact with the programme. 
However, all three rates have their usefulness, each throwing light on a 
somewhat different aspect of the programme's operations. In the tables which 


follow, we present material on all three rates whenever possible. 
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Success rates can be calculated for the programme as a whole as well as 
for programme components. The determination of separate rates for various 
subcategories enables the analyst to check on variations within the programme, 
giving useful clues about internal consistency. While subdivision can thus 
yield interesting results, one must exercise care when dealing with small 
groupings. Success rates for particular disciplines, for example, are 
difficult to interpret on an annual basis. It is preferable to begin the 
analysis by looking at rates for overall groupings in the humanities and the 
social sciences. 

Before we turn to the presentation of actual rates, a few remarks on their 
meaning and interpretation may be in order. If success rates diverge among 
programme components, the analyst may offer three reasons as an explanation. 
First, it is possible that submissions in one group of disciplines are of higher 
quality than in another group. Greater merit would then result in higher rates 
of success. Second, it is conceivable that assessors from various disciplines 
apply different standards. Anyone following theoretical discussions in 
scholarly journals will at times get the impression that there is an excessive 
concern with methodology in certain frontier disciplines. If assessors are 
influenced by such attitudes when commenting on projects, proposals may be 
judged more severely in some disciplines than in others. Finally, different 
rates, in particular different dollar rates, may reflect a deliberate policy 
on the part of the granting agency. Granting agencies may in fact require 
higher standards in certain disciplines, and there is no doubt that some 
American foundations have adopted such a policy at times in order to encourage 


the development of research in particular fields. It is important to realize 
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in the context of this report that the Canada Council has not engaged in any 
wdeliberate policy designed to influence the direction of research. Applications 
are judged strictly according to merit and each application is considered and 
assessed separately. In fact the programme has no provision for a formal 
comparison or ranking of projects. 

Table 4.1 gives success rates for the programme as a whole and by division. 
Overall rates have undergone an interesting cyclical movement. Starting at 
77.7 in 1965/66, the dollar success rate dropped to 71.4 in the following year, 
only te rise back to 75.5 in 1967/68. A final drop to 69.6 occurred in the 
last year. If we compare the level of annual rates in the two divisions, we 
find rates in the social sciences to be somewhat lower than in the humanities. 
Both divisions experienced the same cyclical movement as the total programme, 

Until recently procedures for approving large projects have differed from 
those in use for small paeee This raises the question of whether success 
rates are affected by procedure. It is also possible that assessors do apply 
more severe standards to large projects than to small ones, being more willing 
to give applicants the benefit of the doubt when only small sums of money are 
involved. In Tables 4.2 and 4.3, we show success rates calculated by project 
size. The classification is the same as in the preceding section; we again 
distinguish between projects below $2500, projects falling between $2501 to 
$5000 and, finally, projects exceeding $5000. The tables cover data for 


1967/68 and 1968/69 and rates are given by division. 


I Authority for approval of grants below $2500 was delegated to officers. 
Medium size grants were submitted to the Council for approval by means of a 
brief listing. For grants above $5000, the Council was presented with a 
detailed description of each project. In July 1968, the break-off points 
were revised to $5000 and $10,000. 
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The two tables reveal some interesting variations in rates among size 
groups. They provide clear evidence that small projects have higher rates 
than large ones. Starting with figures for 1967/68 and applying to the 
programme as a whole, we notice a decline in the dollar rate from 90.8 for 
so-called officers' grants to 83.2 for projects of medium size and 67.9 for 
projects over $5000. The same trend can be observed in 1968/69 with figures 
of 83.3, 75.9 and 62.9 per cent and it is repeated furthermore within each 
division. 

The breakdown by project size also throws light on the relation between 
different types of success rates. Generally, we may expect the dollar rate 
to be the lowest one. It will be exceeded by the project rate since there 
is a tendency to judge larger projects more severely and since some projects, 
while being accepted, are cut down in size. The applicant rate, on the other 
hand, stays close to the project rate for small grants (in Tables 4.2 and 4.3 
the two are identical in this category). The rates diverge only for under- 
takings of medium and large size, a result which is hardly surprising since 
large research efforts are more likely to involve team work than small projects. 

It has been suggested that differences in the attitudes of assessors may 
affect success rates. This possibility can be investigated further by 
calculating separate rates for each discipline. In Table 4.4 we have 
summed applications and awards for the total period and, by relating the two, 
arrived at separate rates. Concentrating on the large disciplines defined 
here somewhat arbitrarily as those including at least forty applications, we 
can point to what appear to be revealing rate differentials. Among the nine 


social sciences falling into the large category, five have project rates 





= Le 


above 80 per cent and one - law - shows a rate of 90.7 per cent. The 
three remaining disciplines, on the other hand, have a measurably lower 
incidence of success. The relevant project rates are 72.5 for sociology, 
74.7 for geography and 75.7 for social psychology. Two among them, sociology 
and geography, also have low dollar success rates. It should be noted, though, 
that economics, a discipline with a high project rate, has the lowest dollar 
ratevor all. 

Does the table provide evidence for differential treatment in the social 
sciences? It is not really possible to draw a conclusion from the data. 
The table gives no information on the size distribution of projects. Since 
project size seems to affect success, disciplines with a large proportion of 
small projects may well have a higher overall success rate than disciplines 
where the number of projects below $2500 is small. Only if we can find 
measurable differentials within the same size group would there seem to be 
evidence for unequal treatment. As a check, we did calculate separate success 
rates for small projects in the affected disciplines. The result showed them 
to be uniformly high which should eliminate suspicions about inequities in 
the assessment process. 

Among the large disciplines in the humanities, only art history stands out 
with a low project rate (67.2). Again, the success rate for small projects 
is high, however (90.7). Finally, the category "other", which combines 
projects in disciplines not listed separately and interdisciplinary ventures 
has a rate of success below the general level, but small projects seem to fare 
reasonably well even in this composite group (the project rate for small awards 


is 90.5 per cent). 





The analysis of success rates can be extended to the regional breakdown 
Or grants, The discussion which follows is based on material presented in 
sections two and three. As before, we make a distinction between requests 
and awards originating from and going to scholars in Canadian universities and 
a category "other" which includes all scholars not so affiliated. University 
research is then further broken down by region. 

Rates of success calculated on this basis for each of the four years can 
be found in Table 4.5. In interpreting the table, we should note that the 
categories are rather heterogeneous in nature. Some (Atlantic region, "other"), 
are quite small while others (Ontario) are large, involving large amounts of 
money and a great number of projects. It is no wonder therefore that rates 
of success show a fair degree of variation. Two general conclusions emerge 
from the table. First, it seems quite clear that scholars not affiliated 
with Canadian universities have a markedly lower rate of success as a group 
than scholars who have such an affiliation. Except for 1968/69, the difference 
is large and even in the last year it persists for the project and applicant 
rates, Second, the table throws some further light on the conclusion with 
regard to Quebec reached in the second section. It is evident that the 
decline in Quebec's overall share in the programme does not derive from a 
decline in success rates. Other factors, relating to the demand for funds, 
must provide an explanation for this phenomenon. 

To press the analysis further, we have broken down the data for 1967/68 
and 1968/69 by grant size. Tables 4.6 and 4.7 contain rates of success by 
project size. A number of interesting points emerge. We may note, for 


example, that applicants not affiliated to a Canadian university have lower 
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rates of success in all project size groups. (There is one exception to this 
rule: large projects in 1968/69.) Ontario has the highest project and applicant 
success rates in both years as well as the highest dollar rate in 1967/68. In 
the same year, the Atlantic’region showed an abnormally small dollar success 

rate for projects over $5000. However, the corresponding figure for 1968/69 


was again higher although it still fell below the average. 
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See Lable 1-3) for definition of terms’. 





Table 4,2 


Research Grants 1967/68 


Rates of Success by Division and Project Size 
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See Table 1.3 for definition of terms, 
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Table 4.4 


Research Grants 1965/66 - 1968/69 


Rates of Success for Total Period by Discipline 


Discipline 


Total No. 

of Projects 

Applications 
Total No, 

of Projects 


Sum of 


Anthropology 428,926 328,942 
Archaeology 114 499 905331 
Demography 100,820 287,170 
Economics 909 5892 poo a250 


Fine Arts 
Architecture LOPE LSS 32,680 
Art History L216 1305923 
Music 97,850 80,480 


Geography 450,338 283;,220 
History 978,810 739,046 
Industrial Relations 34,049 29,600 


Language & Literature 
Asian ESS 70,004 


Classics 89,868 70,035 
English 585,051 Fede IL 
French 2508-785 205.5) 5 
German 87,547 FO. 150 
Italian DS) 5 OP PAE Wd 
Slavic (Russian) 59,863 46,967 
Spanish 81,468 70,796 


sey ey Sa oS teh Th (Sa) 
KO Cn IN (© FO Ox On 


—N 


Law 293, 942 2E35507 
Linguistics 455,645 5oD,07 1 
Mathematics 86,758 83,398 


Philosophy 196,810 156,405 


= Oo Oi 


Political Science 727 5062 D9 75592 


Social Psychology 676,614 D345 072 
Sociology 1,446,245 889,894 


Other Humanities ( ( 
( 288,360 ( 131,990 
Other Social Sciences ( ( 


TOTAL 8,861,897 6.401 5205 
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5. PARTICIPATION 


Figures on applications and awards can serve to throw light on the growth 
and operation of the Council's programme. To evaluate the programme's impact, 
on the other hand, we must relate these figures to the community of scholars to 
be served. The pattern of applications and awards must be tied to the size 
and characteristics of the research community from which requests for assistance 
originate. 

Research grants are available to all career scholars, whether they are 
affiliated with an institution of higher education or not. We have shown 
that most of the demand for the programme arises from scholars who are associ- 
ated with a university or college and that, for the most part, the research 
community can be identified with the academic teaching force. Statistics 
on the size and characteristics of university staff are available and can 


"universe'' or population of potential 


serve as the basis for estimating the 
researchers - at least the academic segment of this population. Unfortunately, 
we have no statistics to estimate the much smaller segment of unaffiliated 
scholars. The lack of such figures has forced us to confine the analysis 
of participation to academic scholars. Unaffiliated applicants will be 
excluded from all tables in this section of the report. 

When we consider the programme in relation to the research community, a 
whole group of questions arise. What is the level of participation? How 
does the response of scholars differ among disciplines? What are the factors 


which can serve to explain variations in participation rates? We shall try 


to suggest answers to these questions on the basis of data assembled in 


—_ 
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Table 5.1 where the number of applicants is related to the number of faculty 
members for all the major disciplines. Figures on university staff given 

in the table refer to 1967/68 and include all teaching staff in AUCC member 
institutions. They are related to the number of applicants who submitted 
projects to the Council in the same oe There is a certain danger in the 
use of one year only and it would have been preferable to calculate a whole 
series of participation rates. Unfortunately, data limitations force us to 
confine the analysis to figures for 1967/68.- 

Since the data on the research community derive from material collected 
and coded by DBS, the disciplines shown in Table 5.1 have been defined ac- 
cording to DBS usage. Adherence to the Bureau's terminology also explains 
the use of the adjective "pure" to describe groups of disciplines in the 
humanities and the social sciences. The term does not refer to the nature of 


research in these disciplines. Scholars in a "pure" social science such as 


economics carry out theoretical as well as applied work, and the Canada Council 
supports both. The use of the term should be looked upon merely as a con- 
venience which allows the reader to relate our discussion more easily to the 
available statistics. 

The fact that the data in Table 5.1 are derived from two separate sources 
made necessary some adjustments of the figures. Most of these are explained 


in detail at the back of the table, but it should perhaps be pointed out that 


; It should be pointed out that applicants were classified according to 


project topic rather than departmental affiliation. Since the correspondence 
between the two criteria is very close, however, matching of the series is 
justified. 


: The figures on the number of university teachers are derived from special 
tabulations based on DBS data. Since such data were not available for 1966/67 
and 1968/69, it was not possible to prepare participation rates for these years. 
Data on teachers did exist for 1965/66, but information on the number of 
applicants (as distinguished from the number of projects) was unfortunately 
lacking for the first year considered in this report. 
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applicants in architecture, mathematics and archaeology have been excluded 
altogether since data on the number of teachers in these fields were not 
available. Applicants in linguistics, so far counted as social scientists, 
have been grouped together with applicants from the "pure" humanities. 

In 1967/68 the Canada Council programme did not reach a large proportion 
of the research community. Looking at the participation rate in column three 
we notice that only 8.1 per cent of university teachers in the humanities and 
social sciences applied for research support. Since a number of projects were 
rejected, the proportion of university teachers receiving assistance was even 
smaller. The level of participation in the social sciences was two per cent 
above the level in the humanities. It was highest in the "pure" social 
sciences where the rate reached 13.7. Even this rate is low in absolute terms, 
however, if we compare it to rates reached in the support programmes of other 
Councils. Figures obtained from the National Research Council indicate, for 
example, that NRC reached approximately 60 per cent of all scholars in the 
natural and physical sciences with its grants in aid to research. 

Turning to participation rates for particular disciplines, we find a 
number of differences which call for comment. In the humanities, teachers 
of modern language and literature had the highest participation. Teachers 
of classics, fine arts ae philosophy, on the other hand, made few applications 
in relation to their total number. Most humanists who submited projects would 
be classified with the "pure" disciplines in the DBS scheme. However, we 
also have the "applied" disciplines which in this instance include journalism, 
library science and theology. In 1967/68, the Council received only one 
project from university sources in these disciplines. The low rate of 
participation probably reflected the nature of study in these areas which 


have less of a research orientation than the "pure' fields. 
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The "pure" social sciences were the group with the highest rates. There 
were two exceptions among them - psychology and economics. The low rate in 
psychology is easily explained. It is a discipline in which the Canada Council, 
sharing responsibility with NRC, confines its support to the area of social 
psychology. The case of economics raises more difficult ques caonees Are social 
scientists in some fields drawn into contract research, away from freely initiated 
work, because the Canada Council's programme does not offer stipends? Is 
economics a case in point where this phenomenon assumes a significant proportion? 

Questions about contract research are difficult to answer since so little 
information on the subject is available. We shall make an attempt to throw 
light on the distribution of such research commissioned by the federal govern- 
ment. Before turning to this subject, we must devote some attention to the 
"applied" social sciences, however. Table 5.1 provides data on staff and 
applications in business administration, education and law in 1967/68. Except 
for law, we had an extremely low level of participation in these disciplines. 
While it is true that the number of applications in business administration and 
education may be understated because some relevant projects were counted as 
economics or psychology, we can hardly explain the phenomenon in this way. 

If the American experience provides any guidance, business administration and 
education are disciplines with great research potential and it would be unfortu- 
nate if Canadian scholars in these fields did not develop a strong research 
orientation. It is possible, of course, that greater familiarity with the 


Council's programme will improve their participation in the future. 


One should perhaps draw attention to the rather unusual time pattern of 


applications in economics. While the number of applications increased very 
slowly during the first three years, thus being low in 1967/68, it rose steeply 
in 1968/69. It is possible, therefore, that economists have begun to catch 


up with their colleagues in the very recent past. See Table 1.2, p. 10. 


The "applied social sciences were better represented in the doctoral 
fellowship programme where we had, for example, 26 awards in business administra- 
tion in 1967/68 and 30 in the following year. 
































vue? ek poo eee -_? 

08 ant on) A oe? S&S 

mea oh re ‘end OOOO wg Tis ere Pree | Can tal yx~ -1: 00s Be 
> 


Sci ae 16 cone of) Ob VOGNs 1 a Od oe a pas eae 
ag A Gor wsirat ip ‘TR * @ (a 10? rapa i» eet warnryag 


ie iis ¢ ic wee moines ar ay «as o. a > 
pres ahanee= §° 10220 1 4.)- @2 CN sree 
Ba. é —_—et, Vid eas re lies od 
7 . tn -@ath=eDa, Ue’ das sient _ ad 
PL : ial doe jt off @ @OSere tee) 
hi dd bam fe -@ bem pam iW ehiazell arr ee ‘Any 
; ae : sine Cir) peur esnges — 
TT 2 : . hop »WSee ot » 21, dé eee “sie hoaeea 
ga: mi 7 br: So 6 ang Ge mt aed, ag ae? oe) Iggy 
ae ' ; Vv La. bod QE Ci aeret ee a WP as oe a 
; h ptexite G26 .i1-) Wi hagieh.) Oy, BB) at: )e po?! #7) & 1 Ce 
: 
mi i7¢ 19 he Pes & é Ai abyeers Ft) Obaq) 1 ae o~ lane 
i> GIR OF: ee Grele @ | (pat eile Gay 1 ee eepe << — ; 
oa sl lade Gm 19h p18 S GRABS Guthanie “26 ee? att GF 
soe ob eet) tem ie) COE bs Fag ee aay! 04 @ES ete o/eepey - 
itu? rae i py Ou, i wih QAP) eee 4 ne ees ow ioue) at 7 


or dhty wibycttet, der A set Mei nitpamnet ae 


* Seaweed ivan Ad tage Ane yey oni. 


is = 


. is a tiGsaeemn ne 
o@e4) = ; i - > ota » i 

Gj4saf) eae) o> et | es ee | oaee , 
asta 6 : 


A wide variety of private and governmental organizations commission 
research on topics which are of interest to them. Much of this work is 
carried out by university teachers who have a choice of engaging in contract 
research carrying a financial reward or in freely initiated research of the 
type supported by the Canada Council. The opportunities of engaging in 
contract research differ among fields and disciplines. In general, there 
is relatively little opportunity for the humanists and even in the social 
sciences, work is concentrated in a few disciplines. For this reason, one 
would expect an uneven impact on participation in the Canada Council programme. 

In any society, research talent is a scarce resource and the allocation 
of such talent among different activities is a topic of importance. Un- 
fortunately, we know very little about expenditures on commissioned research 
and the distribution of such outlays among economic sectors and different 
agencies. Two studies which have recently appeared throw some light on 
work commissioned by the mission-oriented federal Beenciess- Even they 
give little information on the distribution of expenditures among fields and 
disciplines, however. Since such a breakdown is crucial for our discussion, 
we have attempted to rework the material appearing in these studies. With 
the cooperation of the authors, who made their files available, it was possible 
to draw up Table 5.2 showing research contracts in the social sciences and 
the humanities awarded in 1966/67 and 1967/68 by the mission-oriented agencies 
of the federal government. 

We realize, of course, that Table 5.2 only gives part of the picture. 


Although confined to the activities of the federal government, it still 


: J.B. MacDonald et. al., The Role of the Federal Government _in Support 
of Research in Canadian Universities, Special Study No. 7, Science Council 


of Canada, Ottawa 1969 and Education Support Branch, Department of the 
Secretary of State, "Federal Expenditures on Research in the Academic Com- 
munity 1966-67, 1967-68", Ottawa 1968. 
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omits an important portion of these activities. While no detailed information 
on royal commissions is available, it is estimated that they made overall ex- 
penditures of $2./ millign in 1966/67 and $3.3 million in 1967/68, almost all 
of which was spent on research in the social Sono In addition, informa- 
tion on federally sponsored contract research should be complemented by data 

on work commissioned by other levels of government and the private sector. 

While Table 5.2 gives a partial picture, it nevertheless presents valuable 
information. To our knowledge, such data are available from no other source. 
We also think that the percentage breakdown by discipline is broadly repre- 
sentative of all research commissioned by government. Regarding the private 
sector, we would expect a substantial demand for the services of faculty 
members in business administration. Apparently the federal agencies feel 
little need for such services, although it should be kept in mind that some 
work in business may have been classified as economics. 

Table 5.2 shows that opportunities for doing contract research do indeed 
vary among disciplines. The humanities appear only in a marginal way. Most 
social sciences are represented, but research expenditures are concentrated 
in a few. Economics stands out as by far the most important one. In both 
years, economists did more than twice as much work as their colleagues in the 
discipline which comes second - sociology. With 40 per cent in 1966/67 
and 47 per cent in 1967/68, work in economics seems to account for slightly 
less than half of all expenditures on commissioned research. We stress this 
fact for an obvious reason: it would seem to explain the low participation 
rate of economists discovered in Table 5.1 It does appear that economics is 
a field in which the great opportunity for work carrying a financial reward 


draws researchers away from freely initiated projects. 
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Questions about the participation of researchers in various disciplines 
can be supplemented by questions on the regional variation in response. We 
have devoted much space to the discussion of applications and awards from 
Canada's major regions. It remains now to relate the number of applicants 
to the size of the scholarly community in each of them. 

In Table 5.3, we present participation rates by region. They are based 
on the same data sources as the rates applying to different fields of study, 
referring again to 1967/68. The Table shows that response to the programme 
did differ from region to region. The Atlantic provinces, in particular, 
had a participation rate falling considerably below the national average. 
Ontario, on the other hand, had a level of participation exceeding the average 
by nearly two percentage points. The West and Quebec stood in the middle, 
close to the overall rate of 8.1 per cent. We noted earlier that Quebec's 
share of total applications declined markedly during the four-year interval 
which was analysed. It is significant, therefore, that toward the end of the 
period the province's participation rate was still near the national average. 
In fact, Table 5.3 reveals a picture which closely parallels the pattern of 
academic development and qevano> GheileeP ae aae in different parts of the 
country. It was shown in a separate report dealing with university teaching 
stants that the Atlantic provinces have a much lower proportion of social 
scientists and humanists with doctoral degrees than Canada as a whole. 
Ontario, the region with the largest teaching force, on the other hand, has 
the best qualified one. Quebec and the Western provinces again fall somewhere 
in between, being close to the national average. It would seem therefore, that 


Table 5.3 is in most part a reflection of overall academic development in Canada. 
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Table 5.1 


Programme of Research Grants 


Participation Rates in 1967/68 by Division and for Selected Disciplines 





Number of Participation 
shea eee sn pee University Number of Rate 
ee Teachers Applicants (GOW aaa, anas 
1967/68 1967/68 PeOtRCO lee.) 
Humanities 
Fine Arts D0 
Classical Language & Literature Siowe 
Modern Language & Literature ge) 
English B25 
French thet 
German & Spanish 119 
Philosophy Hrs 
All "Pure" Humanities 13 
All Humanities 6.9 
Social Sciences 
Anthropology ies 7 
Economics Tock 
Poli tieal’ Science 16.1 
Geography 12316 
History L7e3 
Psychology oie) 
Sociology 26.0 
All 'Pure" Social Sciences Loar 
Business Administration ie 
Education 0.0 
Law ua) 
All Social Sciences rel 
Total 1 
Notes: 1. The number of university teachers is derived from "Growth and 


Characteristics of University Teaching Staff in the Social Sciences 
and the Humanities 1956-57 to 1967-68," a Report by the Canada Council, 
prepared by Dr. Walter P. Hettich. May 1969. The figures are taken 
from Table 1 and cover all university teachers in AUCC member insti- 
tutions. Some adjustment was necessary, however, for the purpose of 
the present report. 


The terms Humanities and Social Sciences are defined according to 
DBS usage with the following exceptions: 


- We have not included Fine Applied Arts in All Humanities, nor have 
we counted Health Education as part of All Social Sciences as done 
by DBS. 
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Table 5.1 (Notes) 


Notes: 


T. 


(cont.) 


- Staff in joint departments of economics and political 


science has been allocated between the two disciplines 
according to the ratio of staff members in separate 
departments. 


The number of applicants includes only those applicants for 
Canada Council grants who were affiliated with a Canadian 
institution of higher education. In addition, the following 
adjustments were necessary to make figures on applicants 
conform to DBS usage: 


Fine Arts excludes applicants in Architecture. 
Linguistics is included in Modern Languages and Literature. 


Library Science and Journalism, otherwise included in Other 
Social Sciences, are part of All Humanities. 


Business Administration includes Industrial Relations, while 
Geography and Demography have been combined. 


Mathematics and Archaeology have been excluded altogether. 
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Tabilem one 


Research Contracts in the Social Sciences and the Humanities 


Awarded by Agencies of the Federal Government in 
1966/67 and 1967/68 


1966/67 | 1967/68 


Contracts | % Distr. No. of Gontracts | 7 Distr. 
Projects | in $'000 |of $ Amount]} Projects | in $'000 |of $ Amount 


Discipline Noe uae 


Anthropology 
Archaeology 
Demography 
Economics 


Fine Arts 
Architecture 


Geography 
History 

Law 

Linguistics 
Mathematics 
Social Psychology 
Sociology 


Education 


Totals 





Approximate figures. For explanatory notes, see next page. 





See ee 


Table 5.2 (explanatory notes) 


This table was prepared by Mary Sullivan of the Canada Council staff 
who would like to thank Dr. J.B. Marshall of NRC and Mr. Z. Kay, 
Education Support Branch, Department of Secretary of State, for their 
cooperation. 


The table is based on information collected for J.B. MacDonald 


Cee 


al., op. cit. While it covers the same group of agencies as 


the original tables in the MacDonald Survey (Tables 4.7 and 4.8, 


pp. 


81 - 91), it incorporates some adjustments: 


The total figure for the social sciences and humanities must be 
considered as an estimate; only those projects which could be 
clearly classified in these areas and which were carried out by 
university scholars have been included here. 


In some instances, projects fell within the social sciences and 
humanities but were carried out by M.A. candidates. These were 
not considered in this report. 


Some agencies did not provide details of the research contracts 
they awarded and one had to make some assumption regarding the 
subject of investigation. For example, in compiling Table 5.2, 
tub thie contracts reported ‘by D.B.s. were considered, to be in the 
field of Economics. 
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TLablem 5s 
Programme of Research Grants 


Participation Rates in 1967/68 by Region 


Number of 

Region University Number of 
Teachers Applicants 
1967/68 1967/68 


West 
Ontario 
Quebec 


Atlantic 


Total 


See Table 5.1 for explanatory notes. 


Participation 
Rate 

(Cols 2 as 
Rrof (Col. 7 








SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 


The operation of a programme of grants involves two related phases. 

The process begins when an applicant submits a proposal for support. While 
the agency, in this case the Canada Council, establishes the framework within 
which it will consider requests, thus setting the boundaries of demand, it 
cannot determine the response to the programme within these boundaries. The 
pattern of applications reflects the needs and characteristics of the community 
for which the programme has been designed and, indirectly at least, the forces 
which have shaped the community itself. 

Once the application has been received, Council policy becomes the de- 
termining factor. The proposal is judged according to the system established 
for evaluation and then accepted or rejected by administrative action. The 
pattern of awards may be looked upon as the Council's response to the pattern 
of demand. In the case of the grants programme, it represents the collective 
response of outside assessors, Council officers, members of the academic panels, 
and members of the Council proper. 

In representing exhaustive statistical material on both requests and awards, 
the present réport has attempted to shed light on both phases. Each pattern, 
in turn, was analysed according to two major characteristics: distribution by 
discipline and distribution in space. As a result, it was possible to draw 
conclusions regarding differences in the participation of various groups of 
scholars and to answer some questions about the operation of the system of 


evaluation. 
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making a broad distinction between humanities and social sciences, we 
discovered a stable relation between the two groups. Both grew rapidly over 
the four-year period and their share in total applications did not deviate 
much, Overall rates of success were also similar. The two groups differed 
in average project size, with social scientists on the average submitting 
larger proposals than humanists.- More significantly, they also differed in 
their response to the programme. When applications were related to the size 
of the academic research community, social scientists showed higher participation 
rates than scholars in the humanities. 

Breakdown of the data by discipline revealed some variation within each 
group. It was found, for example, that in 1967/68 sociology, political 
science, anthropology and history showed a more vigorous response to’ the 
programme than the other social _ sciences. Participation by economists 
appeared particularly low in that year, a fact which can perhaps be explained 
by the easy availability of contract research to scholars in this field. lie 
was estimated that in 1967/68, 47 per cent of all contract research undertaken 
by social scientists for federal agencies was carried out by economists. 
While response was thus uneven, the analysis found little or no evidence for 
Significant variations in success rates. In all probability, most such 
differences can be explained by variations in the size distribution within 
disciplines and concern about the existence of biases in the adjudication 
process would seem to be misplaced at this stage. 

When looking at the regional pattern of applications, we discovered some 
significant changes over the four-year period. The West increased its share 


in the total, while Quebec's share decreased. However, Quebec's overall 
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participation in 1967/68, while lower than response in Ontario, was not far 
from the average. Only the Atlantic region really stayed behind the rest of 
Canada in programme response. Analysis of participation in 1967/68 thus 

leads to the conclusion that the regional distribution of applications reflects 
the characteristics and growth of the scholarly community in different parts of 
Canada. The level of participation closely parallels the proportion of 
university teachers holding doctoral degrees while changes in the overall 

share of applications would seem to be in line with the regional growth 

pattern of university staff in the social sciences and the humanities. 


Every author who comes to the end of his report knows of one recommendation 


which he can safely make in conclusion. It is always acceptable to point out 
the need for more research. in calling forsturther work inv thas) sanal 
paragraph, we do not mean to follow a dubious tradition. Rather, we want 


to point out that the present report will serve the Council best if it becomes 
the beginning, and perhaps the basis, of an on-going evaluation of programmes. 
While it is clear that some parts of the analysis could be greatly strengthened 
if work using the same approach were continued beyond the four-year period 
considered here, we hope that future work will go beyond our framework to 
include a discussion of programme results and output. We pointed out in the 
introduction that we consider our analysis a first step toward a complete 
evaluation. Now that a historical record of the programme's "take-off" phase 
and an analysis of distribution are available, the attack can perhaps be 
directed toward the second major task which must be accomplished for a full 


understanding of the programme's impact. 
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APPENDIX 


apie mAeEL 
Research Grants 1967/68 


Applications by Discipline and Project Size* 









Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 
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5100 120956 







Anthropology 145051 























Archaeology Byes} 10673 
Demography 1150 57700 58850 
Economics 21904 132823) 178802 



















Fine Arts 











Architecture 11009 48925 59934 
Art History 9397 45681 71238 
Music 5375 ~ 10375 












17021 118428 





Geography V5923 









126907 314818 





History 7/53 







Industrial Relations 14000 14000 







Language & Literature 

















































Asian 2600 i 11500 18660 
Classics 10093 Z - 18059 
English 120325 8 50987 200127 
French 52482 4 13470 78216 
German 18206 2 13070 38946 
Ttalian 6552 1 9402 
Slavic (Russian) 11416 2 18516 
Spanish 10923 2 Piao 













TL723 85400 


80081 


Law 6617 





5542 94823 









Linguistics 


Mathematics 









50400 
83846 
352324 
224596 


50400 
14848 
251157 
175166 









Philosophy 


Political Science 















Social Psychology 


See motes on next page. 
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Up to $2500 
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Sociology Sil 


Other Humanities 5 


Other Social Sciences 10 


JES 
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TOTAL 


619131 





54126 


9055 


14667 


LO1St 





Projects 


Amount 


$2501 to $5000 


47491 
7895 


17900 


449847 









Scholars 


Over $5000 


Amount 


260233 


34200 


66771 


L716221 





of 


No. 


Tota! 

or n 

wu 2} 

tov} Wo v 
Cae! OW G 
(e) ™ 5] 
G 2 '1© ie) 
() © 4 =I 
n ZA <q 


80 66{ 361850 
Anis 10 51150 


vas) Ze 99338 


135 | (67 L | 2765099 


In the case of successful applications, classification is based on the size of the 


ipsMlL fe\ifelstal 


All projects involve one 


Economics = 
Geography - 
Law = 
Sociology - 
Other Humanities - 


P 


Bee ee 


rofessor 


DEOTECE 
project 
PEOVFECE 
project 
project 


only ‘except: 


involves 
involves 
involves 
involves 
involves 


professors 
professors 
professors 
professors 


professors. 





- 


Discipline 


Anthropology 
Archaeology 


Demography 


Economics 


Fine Arts 
Architecture 
Art History 
Music 


Geography 
History 


industrial Relations 


Language & Literature 
Asian 


Classics 
English 

French 

German 

Ibvernhatenn 

Slavic (Russian) 
Spanish 


Law 
Linguistics 
Mathematics 


Philosophy 


Political Science 


Social Psychology 


*" See note on next 
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Table A.2 


Research Grants 1967/68 


Awards by Discipline and Project Size 


Up to $2500 | $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 | 


Projects 
Projects 
Scholars 
Projects 


71723 
67800 


50400 
6098 


203132 
139566 


page. 


Scholars 


Mowaw 


Projects 


107716 
10673 
7150 
133419 
15734 
61062 


10375 


85654 


246694 


14000 


17160 
18059 
176020 
72846 
38946 
9402 
15458 
14977 


85400 
81061 


50400 
68519 


284420 
181266 
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Table A.2 (cont.) 


Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 Total 










* 





















of 
of 
Projects 
of 
of 





Projects 
Amount 

Amount 

Scholars 
Projects 
Scholars 
Projects 


No, 
No. 
No. 
No. 


B83l1 





Sociology USB 7/22 218264 


Other Humanities 4280 15600 26435 





Other Social Sciences 4355 BS 50743 





TOTAL 





374278 1165681 2101853 


* Each project involved one scholar only except fur the following disciplines where one 
extra researcher was involved: Economics, Law, Sociology, and Other Humanities. 








Discipline 


Anthropology 
Archaeology 
Demography 


Economics 


Fine Arts 
Architecture 
Art History 
Music 


Geography 
History 


Industrial Relations 


Language & Literature 
Asian 


Classics 
English 

French 

German 

eaten 

Slavic (Russian) 
Spanish 


Law 

Linguistics 
Mathematics 
Philosophy 
Political Science 
Social Psychology 
Sociology 

Other Humanities 


Other Social Sciences 


TOTAL 


* Each project involved one scholar only except in Political Science, 


see Table A.1 (p.71l). 
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Table A.3 


Research Grants 1968/69 
Applications by Discipline and Project Size 


































































Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 Total 
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a & 2a Zale & Salen & 
40,962 160.532 2250.8 
155375 46,379 605, /54 
£1645 17,000 $12 5 SSS 
107,461 388,200 546,066 
95251 18,062 35,091 
25,489 8,083 58,898 
he a aia I By ee ES) 65,726 
22,792 186,188 240,352 
208 ,651 WHT ses)S 4815775 
2, 2 PTE TEL 43,716 
5 3 22,996 BYE 
15h 8 Ios717 2713736 
2 2 13,5612 114,331 
= - - 33-502 
iL 1 6,500 eS 00 
1 1 5,788 30,647 
Deh 51 5,097 44,946 
13 149,332 Ib 7/5) Sh 
214,501 261,934 
- Th ee 
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Table A.4 
Research Grants 1968/69 


Awards by Discipline and Project Size 


Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 

Discipline te - . o i bs 

: Ss) os) 4 ra) 4 ri) 

fo) 12) fay} 13) isu) (3) 

ic?) ce) ol o)) Lael vo 

us) cline) [e) ™ ie) bey} 

° ° sc ° = ° 

te 4 (S) u 13) MH 

AY Pu icp) Ay nn Ay 
Anthropology 123,498 163,969 
Archaeology | DGeo1T 43,286 
Demography - 11,645 
Economics 157,612 2634262 

Fine Arts 

Architecture = 9,936 
Art History 5 LE 49,161 
Music 55.5450 
Geography Lol, 657 
History 368 ,837 


Industrial Relations - 


Language & Literature 


Asian 1 40,844 
Classics | A567oo 
English 222923 
French 915736 
German - 21905 
Italian 11,300 
Slavic (Russian) 24,859 
Spanish 37,304 
Law 171,882 
Linguistics 212,986 
Mathematics 1 4,355 
Philosophy 465319 
Political Science 2093289 
Social Psychology 243,300 
Sociology 378,370 
Other Humanities Se ee 
Other Social Sciences | Toe 
TOTAL 831,165 | Ze003 06 





* Each project involved one scholar only except in Political Science. 
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Applications by University of Affiliation and Project Size” 


University of 
Affiliation 


BRITISH COLUMBIA 


UeB. Cc. 

Simon Fraser 
Victoria 

Other post-secondary 


PRAIRIES 


Alberta 
Brandon 
Calgary 
Lethbridge 
Manitoba 
Saskatchewan 


ONTARIO 


Brock 
Carleton 
Guelph 
Lakehead 
Laurentian 
McMaster 
Ottawa 
Saint Paul 
Queen's 
Royal Military College 
Toronto 
St. Michael's 
Vie toria 
Trent 
Waterloo 
Waterloo Lutheran 
Western Ontario 
Huron 
Windsor 
York 
Other post-secondary 


See notes on next page. 


of 
Projects 


No, 


Up to $2500 


= 760 


RabilierAwD 


Research Grants 1967/68 


$2501 to $5000 








Kk 






Projects 






t= TNOF ee) CONSE Onna i 





Sov i ON 





laa . 
leat ES ASS SSI SU Th at oer at 


Over $5000 


Scholars 








Projects 


> tS) GS) iS 


OO eS Se ar ont Calon 7 





Total 












Scholars 
Projects 


118,074 
58,396 
28,245 

400 


198,451 
1,400 
124,601 
6,725 
95,190 
46,385 


37,587 
33,805 
55,974 
4, 200 
11,436 
die dig 
629583 
3,050 
142,406 
4,061 
254,443 
2,750 
7,356 
8,045 
81,805 
10, 388 
103,772 
1,102 
23,676 
211,764 
16,170 





Table A.5 (cont.) 





Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 Total 
University of - ss - 3 e: Pi 
Affiliation rs) rs) 4 rf) M4 rs 
sa] 2g [ss eS eta 
Os) La! r=) [e) = fe) Lez! 
ae) fs) ° ie ° = ° 
aa & a also alZ a 

QUEBEC - 

' Laval. 9 12,805 2 7930 4 4 SL, 225 KS ES 101,980 
McGill 33 50,864 6 22,848 Ay 10 85,978 By 49 159,690 
Montreal 14 202930 5 1556317 27 14 204,283 46 She) 243,850 

Loyola 3 23775 = = = = = 3 3 ay BS 
Sherbrooke 1 HAWG] - - 4 2 51,500 5 S71) \53¥ory, 
Sir George Williams 4 TAod2 2 G57 1 1 8,080 7 if 25222 

ATLANTIC 
Dalhousie 5) 7,085 tt 3,200 2 19,130 8 8 PASH ENS) 
Memorial 3 6,500 1 3,600 il 75500 5 5 17,600 
Moncton L 15900 1 3,045 - - - Z 2 4,945 
Mount Allison 1 2320 - - - - - 1 1 2.326 
New Brunswick it Lee ol? 1 3,015 1 ih 20,550 13 | ab,e7 7 
Nova Scotia 

Technical College 2 4194 = | - = - - 2 2 4 198 
Prince of Wales ll 2,400 - - - - - ii 1 2,400 
St. Francis Xavier. 2 2,200 L 3,000 = - - | 3 5,280 
Saint Mary's 1 800 - - - - - 1 1 800 
Other post-secondary 1 Fa 4810) - - - a - 1 i! 2,200 

OTHER 23 39,151 Li 48 ,565 Ge eel TLS) 655 51 44 wAO a SWE 

TOTAL 413 | 619,131} 118 | 449,847 196 | 140 {1,716,221 |} 735 | O71 2 185k Io 


ale 


“In the case of successful applications, classification is based on the size of the 
final award. 


** 

‘All projects involve one scholar only except: 
Alberta - 1 project involved 5 scholars 
Toronto - 1 project involved 2 scholars 
McGill - 2 projects involved 2 scholars 
Other - 1 project involved 2 scholars. 
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Table A.6 
Research Grants 1967/68 


Awards by University of Affiliation and Project Size 


Up to $2500 |] $2501 to $5000 | Gren s5000 | 


University of 
Affiliation 


* 
of 

Scholars 

Projects 


Projects 
Projects 
Scholars 
Projects 
No. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA 
W,1B.(Ge 
Simon Fraser 
Victoria 
Other post-secondary 


PRAIRIES. 
Alberta 8 102,993 


Brandon 2 
Calgary 12525, 
Lethbridge cs 
Manitoba 21,666 
Saskatchewan 7,230 


ONTARIO 
Brock 
Carleton 
Guelph 
Lakehead 
Laurentian 
McMaster 
Ottawa 
Santecaul 
Queen's 
Royal Military College 
Toronto 
St. Michael's 
Victoria 
Trent 
Waterloo 
Waterloo Lutheran 
Western Ontario 
Huron 
Windsor 
York 
Other post-secondary 


2 
5 
ik 
2 
3 
2 
A 
9 
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See note on next page 
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Table A.6 (cont.) 


Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 Total 

University of : 

Affiliation te 4} e i eC 
a ee) (o) iy) 13) a 
ow oO rd cod) con 
6: ° a °| a 
2a a oa a a 

QUEBEC 

Laval 

McGill 

Montreal 

Loyola 

Sherbrooke 


Sir George Williams 


ATLANTIC 
Dalhousie 7 
Memorial 4 
Moncton 1 
Mount Allison ue 
New Brunswick D 
Nova Scotia Technical 

College 1 

Prince of Wales i 
St. Francis Xavier 2 
Saint Mary's 1 
Other post-secondary 1 

OTHER 

TOTAL 82) 561,894 


= 





* Each project involved one scholar only with the following exceptions: 


10 scholars were involved in the University of Toronto's 9 projects 
OF 52,500 to $5,000; 

8 scholars were involved in the McGill University's 6 projects 
OF ¥52.500) to 35,000: 


21 scholars were involved in the 20 projects of less than $2,500 which 
are classified as "other" 
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Table A./ 


Research Grants 1968/69 





Applications by University of Affiliation and Project Size 


University of 
Affiliation 


BRITISH COLUMBIA 
British Columbia 
Notre Dame 
Simon Fraser 
Victoria 
Other post-secondary 


PRAIRIES 
Alberta 
Brandon 
Calgary 
Lethbridge 
Manitoba 

Si.~ Pauls 
Saskatchewan 
Winnipeg 


ONTARIO 
Brock 
| Carleton 
Guelph 
Lakehead 
| Laurentian 
| McMaster 
| Ottawa 
| Saint Paul 
Queen's 
Royal Military 
College 
Toronto 
St, Michael's 
Ibe heny 
AV od oop ap i= 
Trent 
Waterloo 
St. Jerome's 
Waterloo Lutheran 
Western Ontario 



















Up to $2500 | $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 | 
mn ¢ 








of 


Ok 
Projects 
A OF 
Projects 
Scholars 

of 
Projects 
Scholars 

of 
Projects 





No. 
No. 
















No. 






62,421 

2,000 
30,519 
29,946 
3,650 


42,538 
43,141 

3,500 
11,573 
29,375 
4,000 























2,010 
65,112 
22,850 
3,076 
4,683 
26, 204 
43,361 
3,400 
38, 606 





9,528 
108,891 
1,500 
3,976 
10,924 
23,593 
32,140 
2,500 
3,334 
42,474 


See notes on next page. / 





81 


Table As? (Cont. ) 






Up to $2500 | $2501 -to $5000 Over $5000 | Totat 
University of x 

AEE liaevon % s e si a 
WwW Yo oon Wo WwW Oo Vv Ww Ww Yo 

Oo G od ow Gc Od ow 

= S fo) = = ° ro] 

i 2 Goto 2 slow ors 

Ay & a da Waa oy & i tip) || ey fal 









Huron 
Windsor 
York 

Other post-secondary 





22,186 
151,552 














QUEBEC 

Bishop's - 

Laval 73,670 

McGill 210,691 

Montreal 301,256 
Loyola 9,000 
Marianopolis 5,860 

Sherbrooke 24,600 







Sir George Williams 84,698 


Other post-secondary 



















ATLANTIC 
Acadia 
Dalhousie 
Memorial 
Moncton 
Mount Allison 
New Brunswick 
Nova Scotia Technical 
Prince of Wales 

| St. Francis Xavier 

Saint Mary's 
Other post-secondary 


| a 





TOTAL 585,741 1242 





* All projects involved one scholar, except Queen's where one project involved 2 scholars. 


ek All projects involved one scholar only. 


For other note see table A.1l (p. 71). 
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Table A.8 


Research Grants 1968/69 


Awards by University of Affiliation and Project Size 








Up to $2500 $2501 to $5000 Over $5000 Total 
University of sts rm) n n w wn 
Affiliation lo w wool ow wi G| wo rm w 8] wo w 
ow G ov G On ow = Om] Oo YW Gc 
oO 5 6| wel oo. 8 -2| <6 5 
Za & zal & Zal ed & Zale oe & 
BRITISH COLUMBIA 
British Columbia 1457353 
Notre Dame 1,920 
Simon Fraser 57,983 
Victoria 64,128 
Other post-secondary 33650 
PRAIRIES 
Alberta 5) 144,604 190,805 
Brandon = - - 
Calgary 5 50,986 109,440 
Lethbridge 1 - 7,300 
Manitoba 6 Sa elOF 68,255 
Ste Paul's ~ - - 
Saskatchewan 1 3,426 28,026 
Winnipeg = - - 
ONTARIO 
Brock 1 9,000 14,670 
Carleton 2 69,965 100,748 
Guelph 4 - 29,633 
Lakehead - - - 
Laurentian 2 24,840 375703 
McMaster 6 15-920 63,483 
Ottawa 5 18,667 77,076 
Saint Paul - - 1,900 
Queen's 6 44,900 97,766 
Royal Military College - - 955238 
Toronto 6 230,909 395,42. 
St. Michael's 1 - O22 
Trinity ~ - 3,976 
Victoria 1 6,100 18,406 
Trent - - BS} SYS)! 
Waterloo 6 55,778 SOR 9a5 
St. Jerome's - - 2,500 
Waterloo Lutheran - - 2904 
Western Ontario 34,744 S4,327 
Huron = = 
Windsor 13,240 295550 
York 78,642 1433328 
Other post-secondary = 1,450 





See notes on next page. 
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Table A.8 (cont.) 







University of 
Affiliation 









aH 
e} 


Os 
Projects 


No. of 
Scholars 
No. of 
Projects 
ee 
No. of 
Scholars 
No. of 
Projects 
aa 







QUEBEC 



























Bishop's 3 GeoLs - - - 3 4-813 
Laval 12 20,649 - 6 5 73;6/0 18 94,319 
McGill 32 AO Do7 3) 1352/7050 21 13 1925300 | 58 200,157 
Montreal 14 213002 or, 28,506 17 13 239,220 939 289,328 

Loyola 4 PSOSL - - 1 1 9,000 5 LG,051 

Marianopolis i 2,415 - - - - - 1 Pag sy Wey 
Sherbrooke - - - - 1 it 155750 1 Lou 
Sir George Williams 4 O02 - - i 1 7,000 2) 14,602 
Other post-secondary S) B,0oL 1 2,989 = = 4 8,040 


ATLANTIC 
Acadia Zee 
Dalhousie PARES t 
Memorial m5) i3)1L(0) 
Moncton 5,000 
Mount Allison 4,220 


New Brunswick 

Nova Scotia 
Technical College 

Prince of Wales 

St. Francis Xavier 

Saint Mary's 

Other post-secondary 


18,849 


4,374 
E278 













OTHER 1327872 1.38 Li7e7is. 
TOTAL 514 | 831,165] 122 | 444,856 180 | 127 | 1,627,537 11817 2,903,558 


BeAT projects involved one scholar only except Queen's where one project involved 
| 2 scholars. 


eeerAl 1 projects involved one scholar only. 
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